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the intervention of lawyers."123 Their worst crim? was that they
tightened the grip of the foreign Goverjiiriait. "Without
v lawyers, courts could not have been ^labMsiad y: conducted,
and without the latter the English could not rule.'*123
As for courts, he holds that it is wrong ij coiiilcler that they
are established for the benefit of the people. *fcThD-;* v/ic want
to perpetuate their power do so through the court*. If people
were to settle their own quarrels, a third :::;ny would not: be
able to exercise any authority over them/5123 The object of the
court is thus the permanence of the authority of the Govern-
ment which they represent.124 Besides, "the decision of a third
party is not always right. The parties alone know who is right.
We, in our simplicity and ignorance, imagine that a stranger,
by taking our money, gives us justice."125 In so far as they sup-
port the authority of an unrighteous Government the courts are
not "the palladium of a nation's liberty", but "crushing houses
to crush a nation's spirit".126
Much of Gandhiji's criticism applies to the judicial system
in the modern State. Practically everywhere the proverbial
delays and uncertainties make litigation a kind of gambling.
Everywhere the measure of a lawyer's ability is his capacity to
confuse the judge and twist the issue, i.e., to make the "worse
appear better reason" to the benefit of his client. Everywhere
the judicial system favours the rich against the poor, the ruling
classes against the masses. The system also tends to diminish
respect for truth and tempts people to have recourse to perjury
in order not to lose the case.
According to Gandhiji, "administration of justice should be
cheapened. . . .Parties to civil suits must be compelled in the
majority of cases to refer their disputes to arbiiration, the deci-
sion of panchayats to be final except in cases of corruption or
obvious misapplication of law. Multiplicity of intermediate
courts should be avoided. Case law should be abolished and the
general procedure should be simplified.'"127 Lav/yers may
remain, but must not claim any superiority for their profession.
123  Hind Swaraj, p. 43.
124  T. /., I, p. 351. For similar views of H. J. Laski see   his essay on
"Judicial Function" in  The Dangers of Being a Gentleman.
125 Hind Swaraj, p. 43.
*26 T. L, I, p. 350.
127 T. L, II, p. 436.